evaluated. We believe this is especially helpful for new reviewers and ensures consistency across all reviewers. We also instituted a more detailed expertise classification system to assist associate editors in finding qualified reviewers-please log in to Editorial Manager at http://www.editorialmanager.com/ehp/ and update YOUR expertise-and a new checklist for authors to make sure that all required materials accompany each submission.
In collaboration with EHP's Science Editor, Jane Schroeder, we have also modified our process for preliminary review of all submissions, which includes consistent use of criteria for quality, relevance, and importance, in consultation with an associate editor when needed. Together, the goal of the EHP editorial team is to improve submission and peer-review processes up front and thereby obviate the need for additional revisions at the end of the process. In addition, I am very pleased to announce that we have eliminated a backlog of papers that had been awaiting a final internal review, which will substantially reduce the time to advance publication.
Given that EHP is fully online, we are also relaxing historically strict word limits (see EHP's revised Instructions to Authors at http://www.ehponline.org/instructions-to-authors/). For each type of article, we now provide recommended word limits for the main text only, excluding references, tables, and figure legends. This change is made in the spirit of rigor and reproducibility, emphasizing the need to include in the main text key methods and results to ensure that the design, limitations, and primary conclusions are clear, while using supplemental material for background details and results of secondary analyses that in the past might have been reported as "data not shown."
In summary, we have made peer review more effective and efficient, and have substantially reduced the time to final decision, without sacrificing careful and thorough peer review.
As I convene a new EHP Advisory Committee in the coming months, we will begin to address important issues that are under intense discussion in the scholarly publishing community. These include transparency and ethical issues related to open data and data access, as well as a growing interest in the online posting of preliminary manuscripts before they are submitted to a journal for peer review. Discussions about these issues at the 2016 Council of Science Editors meeting (which Shaun and I attended) stressed the need for clear guidelines and sustainable infrastructure to support such efforts.
With these and other challenges ahead, I am looking forward to another successful and productive year for EHP and to receiving your best papers!
